In editing the figures following acceptance, Fig. 1 was inadvertently substituted with a figure from a different analysis. The correct figure is shown below. The text needs no adjustment as it was written and reviewed using the correct figure.
In Table 1 , line 4, a spreadsheet error means that the number of biological control agents (BCAs) in BIOCAT2010 should have read 2171, not 2384. Hence, the abstract should refer to 2171 different insect biological control agents, and the first line of text on p. 354, should state that the increase in the number of different BCAs used increased by nearly 8% not 19%. Further, the derivation of this number was not exactly as set out in the methods, which state that each unique combination of BCA genus and species was counted as one species. Insert after the second sentence under point 4 on p. 352: Accordingly, BCA species released and documented with a genus name but not a species name (e.g. as Encarsia sp. or Encarsia spp.) were handled differently. Rather than treat all releases of Encarsia sp. as just one BCA species, the records were further analysed and each different target genus was assumed to have been targeted by a different Encarsia species. Thus in this extreme example, there were 27 releases of Encarsia sp. against 15 different target genera and four releases of Encarsia spp. against four different target genera, so it was estimated that 19 different species of Encarsia were released as Encarsia sp. or Encarsia spp. Fig. 1 The number of introductions of biological control agents each decade counted using mode 1 (squares) and mode 2 (circles)
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